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May 31, 2007

To: Kevin J. Martin, Chatnnan
Michael J Copps, Commissioner
Jonathan S Adelstein. Commissioner
Dehorah Taylor Tate, Commissioner
Robert M McDowell, Commissioner

Federal Communications Comrnis~ion

445 121.h Stn-:ct SW
Wa<;hington D. C. 20554

RE: Universal Servke Reli.Jml - we Oucket No. 05·337

Dear Chairman and Commissioners:

I undersland lhallhe FCC is considering placing a cap on the use of the Universal Service
Fund (USF) Itl1' wirdess service. J am ennlading you to express my opposition to this
unfair, arbitrary proposal. While such an approach may provide a "quick-tix'; leading to
the rapid elimination of fimd growth, it would also result in a ttmble dis.-.ervlce to rural
consumers. Rural conswners want and need expanded and improved wireless services in
rural urea" for puhlic safely, economic development, business and personal needs that are
equally important to them a" (hey are to urhan consmncrs. This is one of the main
benefits that rural consumers receive from the universal service fund, just as Congress
envisioned when it initially established the fund. A wire1e~s-only cap is cl~rty anti­
competitive because it singles out wireless technology, which consumers :.tre choo.....ing
mon~ and more over landlines. We should be rewarding competition. not punishing it.
What's more, rural Americans deserve the same acCt,."Ss to tclecom services that are
available in the rest of the country-isll' Lthat the purpo~e or the USF?

Consmncrs in rural parts of Minnesota are no longer content to have ;u.;cess to only
traditional wireline telephone service. Consumers arc clearly demanding access to the
benefits of mobility that only wireless service provides. This mobility results in
extremely important public safety benefits in rural areas. As rural conswncrs travel from
home to work or scbool, wireless service provid~ a very valuable safety tool.
Additilmally, wireless service in rural areas provides eonsumers with access to broadband
services where hroadhand servict"s are not otherwise available. This is a very important
factor as we seek to bring access to Lhe information age throughout our very rural state.
Without continued SUppOlt for the explulSion and upgr<lding nr the rural wireless
networks, consumers will not receive these benefits where they do nut already exist.
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Universal service suppoTl i~ essential if rural consumers arc to be provided service and
rates comparablt: to those available in urhan areas.

I have witnessed firsthand the benefits provided by expanded wireless s~rvices ;n rural
Minnesota, and 1 do not want to sec those benefits diminished by inappropriate USF
rclt)nn. Much or the expanded availability of wireless service in mral areas would not
hav~ occuned without Lbe USF supporl provided tn wireless ETCs who could not have
economically extended their networks without SUl,;h support.

Please consider what limiting the growth of wireless access will mean f(lT rural America.
Wireless technology plays an ever-increasing role in economic growth and is a critical
instrument in emergency situations, but i r the recommended cap is implemented, many
conmlUnities may never realize these benefits. In a counlry thal prides itself on equality,
it seems hypocritic..-u to restrict certain individuals' access to an tlssenlial lool simply
because of their geographic location. especially when they have contributed for years to
the USF along wilh everyone else.

I respectfully request that you carefully consid~r these facts a-: you seck to refonn the
existing fund. 1 ask you to find competitively neutral proposals to slow fund growth,
ensure aceountabi Iity for how these funds arc used and promote the continued expansion
and improvement oj' the~ much needed services in rural areas by targeting funds to high
cost areas rat.hl:r than by targeting rel(mn~ to wireless providers. I urge you to vote
against tIle proposed cap on universal service support lI)r wireless service.

Sincerely,

Terri ·bert. Oispateh Supervisor
Rock County Sheri IT's Ollke
Luverne, MN 56) 56
(507) 283-5000
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May 31,2007

To: Kevin J. Martin, Chainnan
Michael J Copps, Commissioner
Jonathun S Addstein, Commissioner
Deborah Taylor Tate, Conunissiuner
RObe11 M McDowell, Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington D. C. 20554

RE: Universal Service Reform - we Docket No. 05-337

Dear Chairman and Commissioners:

lundcl'stand that the FCC is considering placing a cap on the use or the Universal Service Fund
(USF) for wireless service. 1am contacting you w express my op~ition to this unfair, arbitrary
proPl)~1. While such an approach may provide a "quick-fix" leading to the rapid eliminatioll of
fUnd growth, it would also result in a terrible disservice to rural consumers. Rural consumers
want and need expanded and improved wireless services in rural areas fi)f public satcty~

economic development. business and persona/needs thut are equally important (0 them as they
are to urban consumers. Th.is is one of the main benefits that rural consumers receive from the
universal service fund, just as Cnngress envisioned when it initially established the fund. A
wireless-llnly I;ap i~ cl~rly anti-lA.)m~titive becau....-;c it singles out wireless technology. which
consumers are choosing more and more over landlines. We should be rewarding competition, not
punishing it.
What's morc. meal !\.mcricans deserve the same access to telecom services that are (lvaHable in
the rest of the country i~n't that the purpose of the US!"?

Consumers in rural parts of Minnesota are no longer content to have access to only tmditional
wirelinc telephone service. Consmners are clearly demanding access to the benefits or mobility
that only wireless service provides. This mobility results in extremely important public safety
benefit::. in rural area.;;. As rural consumers travel from home to work or school. wireless service
provides a very valuable sali~(y tool. Additionally) wireless service in ruml areas provides
consumers with access to broadband services where broadband services are not otherwise
available. This is a very important factor as we seek to bring acce$,<; ((J the inlonnation age
throughout our very rural state. Without continued support for the expansk1ll and upgrading of
the rural wiTeless netwMks, consumers will not receive these benefits where they do not already
exist. Universal Sl:rvice support is essential jf rural consumers arc to be provided service and
rates compar~ble to lho~ available in wban areas.
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J have witnes~ tirsthand the benefits provided by expanded wireless services in rural
Minnesota., and I do not want to gee those benefits diminished by inappropriate USF reform.
Much of the expanded availubility ()f wireless service in rural area.l; would not have occurred
without the USF support provided to wireless ETCs who could not have economically extended
their networks without such support.

Please consider what limiting the growth of wireless access will mean for rural America.
Wireless t~hnology plays an ever-increasing role in economic growth and is a critical
instrument in emergency situatkms, but if the recommended cap i~ implemented." many
communities may never realize these benefits. In a country that prides i!.self on equality, it seem~
hypocritical to restrict certain individuals' access to an essential tool simply because of their
gtographic location, especially when they have contributed for years to the USF along with
everyone else.

1 respectfully request that you carefully consider these facts as you seek to relbnn the exi"ting
fund. I ask you to find competitively neutral proposals to slow fund growth, ensure
accountability It)f how these flUld'\ arc micd and promote the continued expansion and
improvement of lhese much needed services in rural area~ by targeting funds to high cost areas
rather than by targeting reforms to wireless provider5. I urge you tu "ote again.'ll the proposed
cap on ulliversal service support for wireless service.

S?~,·u.~ __~
Rvan Verbrugge, Sheri If
Rock County Shelifrs Oflice
Luverne, MN 56156
(507) 283-5000




